In the last decade there's been a growing interest in the Regions with special autonomy, in particular from a political point of view, and less from a scientific one.
Introduction
The competitiveness of an area, its economic, social, and environmental development, its quality of life and welfare, represent the main attractive aspects of a territory.
In this context, it seems possible to assume that more autonomous systems of a territory government, than the standard of the country it belongs to, can create more wealth, more control of the territory, better environmental development, and therefore, better conditions of life.
There are few scientific contributions aiming at verifying such thesis; they are mainly theoretical, not empirical.
As a consequence of this void in the research, the present contribution aims at analysing how much influence can the autonomy of a territory have on the changes in its performances.
In order to attain this objective, we have used those statistical indicators that can synthesise the above mentioned aspects and point out the similarities and dissimilarities among the considered areas between 1995 and 2006. Moreover, the graduation techniques and the non-parametric statistical tests have generated the conclusive analyses of this work.
The sources, the data, and the indicators
The starting point of this analysis is the collection of data and the selection of the indicators used. The latter include: Environment Public water provided per capita -Rubbish collection per capita -% of rubbish going to final distribution Economic Aggregates Gross value added to basic prices per branch -A_B Agriculture, hunting, forestry and fishing -C_E Mining and quarrying, manufacturing and electricity -F Construction -G_H_I Wholesale and retail trade, repair of motor vehicles, motorcycles and personal and household goods; hotels and restaurants; transport, storage and communication -J_K Financial intermediation; real estate, renting and business activities -L_to_P Public administration and defence, compulsory social security -education; health and social work; other community, social and personal service activities; private households with employed persons GDP GDP in SPA per inhabitant -Average growth of regional GDP in percentage The use of such indicators has provided the first information on the environmental, social, and economic development of the analysed territory.
The methodology employed
The 208 and 343 regions have been classified through the metric procedure of classification k-means. (This procedure allows one to identify groups of relatively homogeneous cases in relation with the selected features, using an algorithm which can handle a great number of cases. Such algorithm needs the number of clusters.) In relation to the 48 indicators (as variables effect) chosen and selected with the principal components method. The cluster analysis allowed us to aggregate the homogeneities of the analysed territories in 5 clusters.
Since the simple aggregation has resulted in a little significant representation, in order to define a list of distances between one territorial unit and the others, it was necessary to build an algorithm GDM (Graduate Distance from Matrix). In particular, the procedure adopted to generate a comprehensive measure d i of the effect induced by environmental and economic development (where i represents the i th territorial unit), was based on the remodulation of some indicators according to the reciprocal calculus, as to generate a uniform datum reading for all the variables used. Then we standardised the variables in relation to the mean and the mean-square deviation. Moreover, we applied the PLS methods to the initially selected variables, in order to generate the loadings p j which have been used in the composition of the final indicator for each j th variable. The indicator we built is given by ( )
where M dk represents the arithmetic mean of the levels d i for each i=1…n and k=2…n-1. By using such criterion, it was possible to represent the classification of the 208 regional areas on the base of the environmental and economic development, estimated d i within each class of level, which could extrapolate the closest distances in comparison with the furthest, starting from the matrix of distances and similarities. In this way, it was possible to build a mapping of distances, and to verify how far is an i th region from the n th , pointing out the position of areas with special autonomy in such context (see fig. 1 and 2) .
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The results
Through the analyses carried out, it was possible for us to define the measure of the environmental and economic development. In particular, through the methodologies of classification we generated 5 groups which provided a comprehensive picture of the similarities and dissimilarities among the regions in relation to the economic and environmental indicators considered (see tab. 1).
In this way, it was possible to define the positioning of the regions with special autonomy in comparison to the other regions of the European countries within each cluster.
The analysis we adopted and the particular graphic representation allowed a better reading of the state of economic and environmental development of the analysed regions, with particular attention to the positioning of those with special autonomy and to the change which took place between 1995 and 2006 (see fig. 1  and 2) .
By comparing the regions with special autonomy to other regions with similar numerousness of population, it was possible to point out that between 1995 and 2006 the most significant changes were recorded in the first ones. The application of the Wilcoxon test has established the statistical significance of such differences (see tab. 2).
On the base of such considerations, it is possible to confirm that autonomous regions make more significant performances of development than nonautonomous regions, structural conditions being equal. However, in certain cases (like in Sicily or Corse) this doesn't happen. But this result also depends on the national context they belong to.
Conclusions
With relation to the analyses carried out, it is possible to confirm the assumption that, in the presence of regions with special autonomy, the performances of development present significant indexes of change, both in time and in comparison with regional areas with similar structural features (population). We proved that belonging to a cluster is not representative of the region performances classification with relation to its government. Instead, we found that comparisons in the two lists are significant (most of the autonomous regions present quite good positioning), particularly those comparisons between couples of regions with similar features but with kinds of government and indicators of development that are, in some cases, very different.
The possibility to interpret this phenomenon and the simple reading of the results are encouraging to carry out other studies, hoping that the matrixes of the data and the indicators will be complete. Results of the cluster analysis and regions with special autonomy in bold. 
